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to what the reality of ' ' form ' ' may be, in any case, other than an abstrac- 
tion, he gives us no explanation. But here again, in fact, it is evident that 
his "form" is but the reappearance of his "metaphysical surd." 

Although we are unable to agree that Dr. Carus accomplishes the- task 
he has given himself, his book may be regarded as an interesting contribu- 
tion to the literature concerning the metaphysical puzzle. 

George S. Painter. 
Bryn Mawr College. 

Contemporary Psychology. By Guido Villa. London, Swan Sonnen- 
schein & Co., Ltd. ; New York, The Macmillan Co., 1903. — pp. xiv, 
39 6 - 

In the preface, the author expresses the hope that his book may serve 
as a critical and historical introduction to modern psychology. Considered 
in both of these aspects, — the critical and historical, — the book can hardly 
realize the expectation of the author. Indeed, so far from being critical, 
the main impression it produces is lack of criticism. On the historical 
side, also, the presentation strikes one as scanty and unsystematic. In 
addition to the introduction and conclusion, the book contains eleven chap- 
ters, — one each on The Historical Development of Psychology, The Object 
and Scope of Psychology, Mind and Body, The Methods of Psychology, Psy- 
chical Functions, The Composition and Development of Mental Life, two on 
Consciousness, and three on The Laws of Psychology. The uncritical char- 
acter of the work is exhibited in the close adherence to Wundt in matters 
of opinion. This statement is evidenced in general by the frequent refer- 
ences to Wundt' s works, but, particularly, by the treatment of the laws 
of psychology. And it should be added that there is not only a consider- 
able lack of clearness, but, in many cases, sheer lack of understanding in 
the avowed exposition of Wundt' s views. This is notably true of the 
account (p. 210) of Wundt' s doctrine of will, in which nothing is said of 
the intimate relation between affective and volitional processes. The his- 
torical exposition is very often brief and vague. This charge is true of the 
chapters on the methods of psychology, particularly the discussion of psy- 
chophysical methods (pp. 143-147), and of that on the composition and 
development of mental life (pp. 224-257), which attempts to sum up in a 
few pages the whole matter of experimental psychology. Sentences like 
the following are too frequent for serious work : ' ' Another physiologist in- 
cidentally connected with psychology was Carpenter, whilst Huxley also 
makes noteworthy psychological observations in his numerous zoblogical 
works" (p. 43). Again, in the chapters on the Object and Scope of Psy- 
chology, the relation of psychology to logic, ethics, epistemology, and 
aesthetics is disposed of in a page and a half (pp. 82-83). The list of 
errata is long ; but even then the errors, particularly in the spelling of proper 
names, are not exhausted. Thus, p. 14, note, ' ' Strumpf " for " Stumpf " ; 
p. 46, "Mennmam" for "Meumann" (this spelling occurs through- 
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out) ; p. 47, " Kieson " for " Kiesow " ; p. 5 3, " Shima " for " Shinn ' ' (Miss) ; 
p. 54, " Paulton " for " Paulhan. " One serious perversion of meaning oc- 
curs on page 192 : " Although Lange and James differ on certain points, 
the former being more especially a psychologist and the latter a physiolo- 
gist, they agree nevertheless in all essentials." It would seem that the 
book stands in need of a thorough revision, before it can hope to attain 
the excellence of the ' ' Library of Philosophy, ' ' in which it appears. 

H. C. Stevens. 

The German Influence on Samuel Taylor Coleridge. An Abridgement of 
a Thesis presented to the Faculty of the Department of Philosophy of 
the University of Pennsylvania. By John Louis Haney. Philadelphia, 
1902. — pp. 44. 

Thomas De Quince/ s Relation to German Literature and Philosophy. 
Inaugural-Dissertation zur Erlangung der philosophischen Doctorwiirde 
an der Kaiser-Wilhelms-Universitat Strassburg. Vorgelegt von Wil- 
liam A. Dunn. Strassburg, 1900. — pp. 136. 

These theses, abounding in citations, form part of the apparatus for any 
organized study of the relations of English and German thought in the 
early nineteenth century. The theses themselves differ in methods and 
results. Dr. Haney's, centering in Coleridge's literary biography, falls 
into such chapters as: Before the Visit to Germany (1 772-1 798) ; Cole- 
ridge in Germany (1798-1799) ; Immediate Results (1799-1800), etc. A 
chapter of summary offers fairly positive conclusions : " Coleridge' s indebt- 
edness to German writers was twofold, embracing his literary obligation to 
Lessing, Schiller, and Schlegel, and his philosophical affiliations with Kant, 
Fichte, and Schelling. . . . How much of his criticism Coleridge owed to 
Schlegel is difficult to determine ... in developing the general ideas indi- 
cated by Lessing, both critics . . . coincide in certain utterances " (p. 40). 
Dr. Haney, Coleridge notwithstanding (cf. Dejection, and a forthcoming 
review in Jour. Eng. and Germanic Philol.), holds that Gottingen turned 
the poet into a metaphysician. 

The late Dr. Dunn's thesis takes chief authors, — Lessing, Goethe, 
Schiller, Kant, Richter, — for chapter subjects. It comes, in point of phil- 
osophical influence, to somewhat negative conclusions : De Quincey was 
affected far more by concrete literary models than by philosophical prin- 
ciples. Dr. Dunn's material is fuller, yet less unified, than Dr. Haney's. 

Both theses, however, mark the specific boundaries, respectively, of 
Coleridge's and De Quincey' s wide, irregular reading of German authors. 
Both show the nature of their work as popularizers. Both belong to an 
unfortunately meager list of comparative studies in the period, the most 
recent of which are Dr. Batt's Contributions to the History of English 
Opinion of German Literature, Mod. Lang. Notes, Vol. XVII, p. 83 ; Vol. 
XVIII, p. 65, etc. Other supplementary apparatus is found in Dr. Haney's 
thorough Bibliography of Coleridge (printed for private circulation), Phila- 



